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Period for Reply 



A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) OR THIRTY (30) DAYS, 
WHICHEVER IS LONGER, FROM THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, tiy statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 
Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 

1 )S Responsive to communication(s) filed on 02 August 2006 . 
2a)^ This action is FINAL. 2b)G This action Is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 1 1 , 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) S Claim(s) 1,2,6-10 and 12 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) 0 Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) 13 Claim(s) 1,2,6-10 and 12 is/are rejected. 
?)□ Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8)D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

d)D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) 0 The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)n accepted or b)n objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 
Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1 .1 21 (d). 

1 1) 0 The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-152. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 

12) 0 Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119(a)-(d) or (f). 
a)n All b)n Some * 0)0 None of: 

1 .□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2. n Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

3. D Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 

application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list.of the certified copies not received. 
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DETAILED ACTION 

Claims 1,2,6-10 and 12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, 
first paragraph, as failing to comply with the written description 
requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter which was not 
described in the specification in such a way as to reasonably 
convey to one skilled in the relevant art that the inventor(s), at the 
time the application was filed, had possession of the claimed 
invention. The recitation, "performing a sterilizing process by 
adding sodium tiypoctilorite (NaOCi) into ttie filter when the 
water solution in the filter is neutral/' appearing in independent 
claim 1 , and the recitation, "performing a sterilizing process 
when the water solution in the filters turns neutral/' appearing 
in independent claim 7, both appear to have no clear support in 
the originally filed specification. 

Specification 

The amendment filed August 2, 2006 is objected to under 35 U.S.C. 132(a) 
because it introduces new matter into the disclosure. 35 U.S.C. 132(a) states that no 
amendment shall introduce new matter into the disclosure of the invention. The added 
material which is not supported by the original disclosure is as follows: The text 
Introduced at paragraph "[0024]," lines 9-12. 

Applicant is required to cancel the new matter in the reply to this Office Action. 
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Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed August 2, 2006 have been fully considered but they 
are not persuasive. Applicant has argued that the language in question finds basis in 
original claim 5. Claim 5 does not provide support for the langauge in question. 

Original claim 5: 

5. The method of claim 3, wherein the sterilizing process 
is performed until a water solution in the filter has been 
adjusted to a neutral condition in the reverse rinsing process. 

ft 

Compare with claim 1 as currently amended: 

Claim 1 (currently amended) A method of regenerating filter media in a 
filter, comprising: 

adding an alkali medicament into the filter to adjust a water solution in 
the filter to be alkaline; 
introducing air into the filter; 

performing a reverse rinsing process to provide water from a bottom of 
the filter so that the water solution in the filter turns neutral; and 
performing a sterilizing process by adding sodium hypochlorite 
(NaOCI) into the filter when the water solution in the filter is neutral. 

Original claim 5 uses the term "until" Amended claim 1 
uses the term "when" These terms are not equivalent. They do 
not mean the same thing. "Until" is and endpoint signifier, while 
"wtien" \s a conditional beginning point signifier. Thus, claim 5 
specifies when the sterilizing process ends , while claim 1 
specifies when the sterilizing process begins , i.e., "when the 



water solution in the filter is neutral. 
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706.07(b) [R-1] Final Rejection, When Proper on First Action 

The claims of a new application may be finally rejected in the first Office action in 
those situations where (A) the new application is a continuing application of, or a 
substitute for, an earlier application, and (B) all claims of the new application (1) are 
drawn to the same invention claimed in the earlier application, and (2) would have been 
properly finally rejected on the grounds and art of record in the next Office action if they 
had been entered in the earlier application. 

> A first Office action in a continuing or substitute application may not be made 
final if it contains a new ground of rejection necessitated by the amendments to 35 
U.S.C. 102(e) by the Intellectual Property and High Technology Technical Amendments 
of 2002 (Pub. L 107-273. 116 Stat. 1758 (2002)).< 

However, it would not be proper to make final a first Office action in a continuing 
or substitute application where that application contains material which was presented 
in the earlier application after final rejection or closing of prosecution but was denied 
entry because (A) new issues were raised that required further consideration and/or 
search, or 

(B) the issue of new matter was raised. 

Further, it would not be proper to make final a first Office action in a continuation- 
in-part application where any claim includes subject matter not present in the earlier 
application. 

Conclusion 

All claims are drawn to the same invention claimed in the parent application prior 
to the filing of this ROE and could have been finally rejected on the grounds and art of 
record in the next Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. 
Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication should be directed to Robert J. 
Popovics at telephone number (571 ) 272-1 164. 



Robert James Popovics 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 1724 




